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DIGEST OF OTHER RECENT VIRGINIA DECISIONS. 

Note. — In this department we give the syllabus of every case de- 
cided by the Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals, except of such cases 
as are reported in full. 



UNITED STATES MINERAL CO. v. CAMDEN & DRISCOLL. 

March 14, 1907. 
[56 S. E. 561.] 

1. Corporations — Powers — Purchase of Corporation's Own Stock. — 

Where a corporation, on the purchase of property by it, gave the 
seller, as representing a portion of the price, some of its stock, on an 
agreement to subsequently purchase the stock, the agreement was 
not invalid, as, in the absence of statutory prohibition, a corporation 
may purchase its own stock. 

[Ed. Note. — For cases in point, see Cent. Dig. vol. 12, Corpora- 
tions, § 1530.] 

2. Appeal — Review — Failure to Present Question Below. — In re- 
viewing a ruling on a demurrer to the declaration, only those grounds 
of demurrer relied on by defendant in his written specification in the 
trial court can be considered. 

[Ed. Note. — For cases in point, see Cent. Dig. vol. 2, Appeal and 
Error, §§ 1226-1230, 1426-1431.] 

3. Same — Record — Evidence — Necessity of Bill of Exceptions. — 
Where the printed record on appeal contained a statement purport- 
ing to be the evidence, and at the end of the statement was a cer- 
tificate of the trial judge that it was all the evidence in the case, but 
the statement was not referred to in any bill of exceptions, nor 
identified in any way by being attached to a bill, it could not be 
considered. 

[Ed. Note. — For cases in point, see Cent. Dig. vol. 3, Appeal and 
Error, §§ 2433, 2434.] 



DAVENPORT v. DAVENPORT. 
March 14, 1907. 
[56 S. E. 562.] 

1. Divorce — Jurisdiction of Cause of Action, — A wife obtained a de- 
fault decree of divorce, which, on a bill of review by the husband, 
was set aside. On the refusal to dismiss the bill of review or to set 
aside the decree entered thereon, the wife, by amending her original 
bill, met the objection that the statement of the case in the original bill 
was insufficient to give the court jurisdiction. A demurrer to the 
amended bill was overruled, and the husband filed a cross-bill, pray- 
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ing for divorce. Both parties presented evidence. Held, that the 
court had jurisdiction of the cause. 

2. Same — Grounds — Cruelty — Desertion — Evidence — Sufficiency. — 
In a suit by a wife for divorce, evidence examined, and held to au- 
thorize a divorce a vinculo on the ground of the husband's cruelty 
and desertion. 

[Ed. Note. — For cases in point, see Cent. Dig. vol. 17, Divorce, §§ 
442-447.] 

3. Same. — Where a husband withholds from his wife, who has dis- 
charged her marital duties, the means with which to pay for a home 
and that affectionate regard for her feelings due her, and uses to- 
wards her abusive language and seizes her person with violence and 
threatens her, he is guilty of cruelty. 

[Ed. Note. — For cases in point, see Cent. Dig. vol. 17, Divorce, §§ 
68-83.] 

4. Same. — A husband who so treats his wife as to render it im- 
possible for her to live with him in safety is guilty of desertion as 
if he himself had left the home with intent never to return. 

[Ed. Note. — For cases in point, see Cent. Dig. vol. 17, Divorce, §§ 
130-132.] 

5. Same — Appeal — Reversal — Directions to Lower Court. — Where 
the court on appeal reverses a decree for divorce to a husband on 
his cross bill, and directs the granting of a divorce to the wife on her 
bill, the cause will be remanded to the circuit court with directions 
to malce its own decree requiring the husband to pay alimony and 
allowing for services of her counsel, as authorized by Code 1887, §§ 
2261, 2263 [Va. Code 1904, p. 1123.] 



